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Claims 1 Claims 1. 13, 14 and 28 have been 

Clanns 1-34 were pen g amUcfmts respectfully request reconsideration 

amended. No claims have been cancelled The applicants resp y 

based on the foregoing amendments and these remarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 101 
ctol 3 WaS ^d^r3 3 U.S.C. § .01a S U i ng^«d to non.^^c, 

operatingonataugiblemedium It. secants have ar«*ded the preamble of clana 13 - 

suta* M claim 13 as amended is direct to statutory -*« — « revest that the 

rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C § 102 

Cains 1-5 7-19 and21-33 are reject under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U S. Patent No. 6,^,044 «o Cooler, n et a (hereinafter Cooler), T*e applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection fcr the Mowing reasons. 

,3,^, the preamble of claim 1 has been amended to more clearly specrfy that the 

one or more recipient services across a message interchange net™* in order to more prec*ely 
define *e subject matter of the invention mthe message routing method of clatm 1, .tat 
service with a first conW* is invoked, Mowed by an invocation of a second semoe - « 
secondMnteathalis^tmcdatleastopartbythefirstservice. 

Cookmeyer.onteoaierhand.is directed «> a knowledge base system »mch uses a 

session. Tne session psrmrmanee hi«ory is men report a real time co^osi^ of measured 
(Cookmeyer.AbsOact). All the sutisncal data ma, garnered in Cookmeyer ^related vote 

,„„,*. ^^t^m**^*^'**'*-**''—" 

routing that is specified in claim 1. 

grouting of an .ppUc^.1 message." As canbc seen inthe » 
Paraph (Ml as weU as in several otner.pUces throughout me spectfcatton, «. logrcal 
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I^dLiJ^outing*^^ 
Lage Thatis.thephysicai™^ 

message, ina , f reSDe ctfuUy submitted that no logical routwg of 

routing of the application-level message. It is respecuuuy 

this type occurs in Cookmeyer. 

Claim! ,l«^d*.*--*-*.i««»-*»— — ■ ^c^of 
ronKas are give in ft. specif in paragraph p wq. Some of the 
. identity of tire invoke service, arguments to the invoked service, a session .dentifier for 
« atopic for amessage, a bilimg responsibility for the invocation. - -^ 
information that can be used b, the invoked service. In particular, the second step of dm 1 

L service." That is, in accordance wnb *. invention, an invoking serv.ee the ab.h.y to set 
the contact for invocation of otiter services. W. ability is «»ably absent in Cooler. Even 
« onewereto aceep. the Examiner's »ationof conte*a^a«y 

1 part by said firs, service." For at leas, these reasons it * respectful* subnutted that the 
rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C.§ 102(e) is 

cLs 2-12 an depend from claim 1, and a* therefore neither anticipated nor rendered 
obvious for at .east the reasons disused above w*h respect to daim 1, and the rejections of 

H5um<? 2-12 should be withdrawn. 

cL » is a — ng to Cairn and is neither anticpated nor 

obvious for a, leas. the reasons discussed above with respect to claim 1. and the rejection of 

claim 13 should be withdrawn. . „j„„ 

Claim 14 is a systemclaim w*h limitations similar to the limHations of clann 1, and was 

a, leas, the reasons discussed above wnh respect todaim 1. and the rejection of clann H 

routing network reacting a message contest to a contact sti*e of an invoking servrce of satd 

service invocation, which is not disclosed in Cookmeyer. 

Cfcims ,5-27 aUdependWc^H.andare.h^renei^antieipa^norobv.u. 

for a. leas, the reasons discussed above wnh respect to claim 14, and the rejections of clanns 5- 

27 should be withdrawn. . . 

Cla im 2Sisa I nethodcla ta dnec,ed B a m ssagero^n K d W d Steps 0» and (c) „ 
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hasbeenmodif.edton.re Nearly ^ « w^-"^ cuta2 t 8 j*^f 

and tte rejection of claim 14 should be withdrawn. 

Clai ms 29-34 all depend from * 2S, and are therefcre neHher anticrpated no obvrous 

34 should be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U-S.C § 103 
Claims 6 20 and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpalatable over 
Cookmeyer in view of US. Patent location No. 2002/001385 to Bggelston et al. (heretnafter 

Bggelston). t^,^-*^^*"^***^"""* g 

Eggelston is usedby the fearniner to show logging of biffing inforrnation. Clanns 6. 20 
and 34 depend from claim 1. 14 and 28, which were found above to be neHher annexed nor 
rendered obvious by Cootaeyor alone. Assuming ft were possible to add the hfflmg loggmg 
function of Bggelston to Cookmeyer. it would still no, render any of claims 6, 20 and 34 any 

«her deficiencies ofCookmeye, Itismereforeresp^ysubrnittedftatmerejecUonof 

claims 6, 20 and 34 be withdraw. 

. Conclusioit 

The applicants believe that all pending claims are allowable and respectfully request a 
Notice of Allowance formis application from the Examiner. Should the Examiner believe that a 
telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this application, tie undersigned can be 
reached at the telephone number set out below. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LU» 



Fredrik Mollbom 
Reg. No. 48,587 

P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) 961-8300 



^ , „ SBrifll No.: 09/820,965 

Attorney. Docket No.: GCBNF009B PageSofS 

PAGE 10/10 ' RCVD AT 8123/2005 6:56:05 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/25 ' DNIS:2738300 * CSI0:1 650961 3301 • DURATION (mm-ss):04-26 . 



